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Casey Is Cited as Source o

| Briefing Book

By David Hoffman
Woespingien Past Kigf Wrper

White House chief of stalf James
A. Burer T said vestercav “it is my
besi recolecuion™ that William .
(asey was the senior official in Ron-
ald Reagans 1980 campaign who
produced 4 briefing book trom Pres-
ident Carter's reelection team-before
the nationallyztelevised -debatebe-.
ween the two candidates.. -

: Casey, .who . was .campaign -man-
- ager for ‘Reaganzand-is new,ClA -di- |
rector. said.he had “no recollection” ’
of the document. = 5=
Their ‘comments are in letters to
Rep. Donald J." Albosta (D-Mich.). a
Hause suhcommitiee chairman who
i~ moking imo the briefing book ep-

isuiie. Two other Reagan adminis-
tration officials, Office of Manage-
ment and Budeei Director David A
Stockman and White House commu-
nications director David R. Gergen,
also said In respunse 1o guestions
trom Albosta that thev knew of the
Carter briefing material. . 7
Stockman said it was useful” in |
preparmg ‘Reagan for~‘the debate.
(iergen said that he never-saw it but
that others told him it was-not “im-
poriant or dramatic.” - -
Meanwhile, Mvies Martel. a Vil-
lanova. Pa.. consultant who worked :
jor the Reagan campaign. said in a |
iclephone interview vesterday that
he urged another campaign aide.
Frank Hodsoll, to return the Carter

hriefing materials at the time. “M.\j
impression was we had something
:hat we shouldn't have-had.” Martel
<aic. “It should have been returned.”
\Martel said Hodsoll “didnt de-
hate me” and responded “with some-

sning 10 the effect that I had a very .

interesting position on the subject.”

Hugsoll. who is now chairman of -
the National Endowment for the
Arts, said vesterday he does not re-
call anv discussion with Martel on
:ne ethice of having the material but
<aid he might have talked abdut it
“in passing.”

Bodsoli has said previously that
he had been given several hundred
naves of question-and-answer brief-
ing material {rom the Carter cam-
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paign but never knew the origin of.

it. Martel said he was hired by the -
Reagan campaign to prepare Reagan -

for the Oct. 26 debate with Carter:

and an earlier debate.with John B. .

. Anderson.

He said he never.saw the Carter-

“.briefing ‘material, but urged -that it

be sent back when Hodsoll told him

~ ahout it Oct. 26 at a dinner atHod""
aoll's home~Martel said the material
" was “inconsequential” and he did not -
‘mention the episode .in a book he'.

subsequently wrate about presiden-
tial debates.

In their letters vesterday. the Rea-
» yan administration officials said they
had not made an effort 1o determine

the source of the Carter briefing ma-
terials. Those who remember the
documents’ said thev were position
papers and not stralegy Memos.
Baker said he has “no recollection
that 1 ever received or saw any de-

bate §trategy or sensitive debating

points prepared by the Carter cam-
paign or Carter White House.” But
Baker said. *] do remember briefly
seeing a large Joose-leaf bound bock
|1 believe in a black binder] that was
thought to have been given to the

Reagan camp by someone with the .

Carter campaign.”

Baker recalled that Casey gave. it
to him “with the suggestion that it
might be of use to the [Reagan] De-

hate Briefing Team” headed by Ger- -
gen and Hodsoll. Afuer thumbing

through it, Baker said. he “passed it
on” 1o the team. :

The chief of staff said he “never,
directly or indirectly” asked anvone
10 get the Carter briefing material,
which he described as a “compendi-
um” of Carter administration policy
positions. Baker said he never tried
10 determine the source.

“There was nothing on its face
that suggested it may have heen an
official document or a document suf-
ficientlv sensitive 10 have heen con-
wrolled or closely held.” Baker said.
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“In anv case. ] wouid submit that.
untortunateiv. it is not uncommon in
campaigns—just as it is not uncom-
man in the ordinary business of the
press and the Congress—for such
material 1o be given orsent . ...~
Baker said “there is obviously
high -political content” in efforts 1o

. make an issue. of the briefing -bonk
- episode. ’

“Baker andvbergen said they are

~ not aware of any. evidence that the

briefing book was illegally obtained.
That charge was raised recently in a
new book. “Gambling with Historv™
kv Laurence 1. Barrett. who said the
maierial was “apparentiv . . .
fiiched™ from the Carter camp. He
did not identifv the source of the
maierial.

In the letters sent in Albosta.
there appeared 1o be a contradiction
between Baker and Casev. Baker
recalled that Casev gave him ‘the
baok. Casev wrote that he had “no
recollection” of any papers setting
out Carter’s debate strategy or de-
bating points. And Casey said that

_his secretary. two special assisiants

and five deputy campaign directors
had told him thev have no knowi-

-edge of briefing material “resembling

that” described by Barrett.
But in his letter Casev did not
address the “black hook™ described

by Baker. In a statement subse- -

guently issued yesterdav. Casev said
he did not remember “any black
book™ but added that he sent Baker

all papers that crossed his desk con- -!

cerning the debate. Casey did not
specifically rule out the possibility
that the Carter briefing material was
sent to Baker.

Gergen said that he does not re-
member “ever receiving or seeiny”
the debate briefing book. although
he mayv have seen “some pages.” He
said his judgment that it was not
important was based on what others
1eid him about the decument and
the Jow-key way it was used.
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